at. t2» Fr«d«nek. 

5/24/77 


M. 21701 


Mr. VilsoQ* Coordioator 

CU 

WashlQCtoQf O.C. 20505 


Dear Vileo&t 

I have Just flnishod goin^ over Batch D of the JFK relreoaee# Vhlle 1 do not btilieve 
the Agency will be reoeptive to m^y sugib^otiona I do have one in particulari tlw now 
Director ndsht well have a noa-Agency person in hie trust 30 over these thinga end tell 
him whether or not there was ever any reeuwm to withheld theou 

If thwe ms my serious Agency Interest in knoyilng ebat oti-ars might take of it from 
this hs-rlng tbeeo records ezasdned hy a good analyet chargsd with the rjM?onalbmty fw 
v.Hirf'ing a oases of ou 3 p»etla 6 the Ageusy od^rt glTs it eote understanirof degree to 
whtth it goee to attreot soocialon to itself sod its aotives and a posaible past. 

I personalise one aspe*:t. Xou have a proper ronuost froe ae for any and aU records 
on Be ir*” e back to 1971. Tou ham not ooe^ed. Xou hare not acted finally on an ap;«al 
Icn^ overdue. Aside frto suffissting that tho Agency eould prefer stalling until a court 
ends its stalling and is in delibsrats ■Istssss s s vlolsUoa of the lav these record 
ooatain direct and indirect nferenoos to bo that havo not boon provided on^ are quito 
obviously not cocspleto* 

Also Dorsaoal# yon have roloaaod and approvod for relooBO long ago a rjoord that should 
have been provided la oonnectien with sy C.*.75-144a. -^t d«Os with dsfectors snd ^thla 
tbs tlae frsBS of what la at isaae in that ease. It was dedlaaalfled prior to the delivery 
of what was delivored in that oaee. *st it was not given to oe or to the Court. 


lou have not provided oe with a copy of the Ocwald 201 reoord that was the subject 
of a reoent ^etionsl Bnqulrer story, ^s sufflssts e dlsinforeatloaal Intent, whothur 
or not ttiere was such an lnt«nt. What did happen could have been predicted giviaa the 
reoord of those who sade the oee. 


Tl»a there is such cutensss! Lika in tho so-oaUed sonltlalng attributing your 
source drlnguior to tho PSI. Or the vital sssssUst need to aeot the Asonoy’s statutory 
ebligstlciis of which have heard so oftan by withholdlnc to now its copy of the 
gmoutive Order eatahlishieg the Varx«n CoEU n tsaloo. 


lias anyone in authority stcppe<\ to ask what thf^ rosctlan would bo If a Congresai^ 
eonnittee were to exaalne the copies of articles sent wrtaln stations and bases on the 
jre nT-T r—«"*^"« end the So«Bloaioa and sone of its c/rltios7 Hew ooold the Agenoy re- 
spond if asked If it did sot propa/s«ndlae its own people rather tlian iafortdng 
Agency sent Ite own people what it knew to bo pest oere rldic(.aouans«i, not neroly factual 
iBMCurscles. And then told Its own pcopls to use this with thdr contacts ana assets 
jmii #vcn csfficiolii of olbcr 0 ovuxt®on'ta# 


Hculd atTona there car* to transpose this to the parssent snd to this country, soy 
to the takiag of m Agency enployoe's word in a court of law? 

la thu light of this and such sors I return to ay owo requests. I want to Itnow-.whm 
1 can aspect to hear further about ay perseoal-fllss request and sy requests for special 
subjaots. The confusion In which you contrive these relsmses nakes ^ pursuit of tho 
subisot requests ssscntial in «y work. 1 have bean patient la tbe hope yc»tt would case 
to racoanlie the Acts aa relating to you. 1 do not want to fils any unnoceasary cases. 

I therefore hope you will glva* ne a aeaoingful and unavaalvo response. 


Sinoerely, 


'‘arold Welaberg 


